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REMARKS 

Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration of the subject application as 
amended. In response to the Office Action mailed 08/01/08, Applicant is filing this 
amendment. Claims 1-4, 6-9, 11-14 and 16-20 are pending. 

Applicant respectfully disagrees with the rejections and the Examiner's reasoning 
thereof. In the Office Action mailed 08/01/08, the Examiner has rejected claims 1, 3-9, 
11-13 and 16-20 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by Kitamom et al. (U.S. 
Patent 7,103,808; "Kitamom"). The Examiner has also rejected claims 2 and 14 under 35 
U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kitamom in view of Kantake (U.S. Patent 
Application Pub. 2005/0080580). In response to the Applicant's argument in the 
previous Office Action, the Examiner states that Kitamom teaches a bad status and 
clearing an enabled peripheral address space upon the event of the bad status; that the 
clearing is of a register bit and Kitamom teaches virtualizing all the hardware resources; 
that BCitamom discloses the I/O bus bridge provides an interface to the I/O bus; that 
Kitamom teaches clearing the peripheral address space in the event of a bad status and 
reporting errors that are determined to have occurred below the host bridge; and that 
Kitamom teaches isolating the bridge responsive to the error for error reporting. 

However, the Examiner has not noted in the cited art, the use of an address table 
that has a plurality of predetermined virtual addresses in which the virtual addresses 
correspond to predetermined transaction error conditions. Applicant submits that 
Kitamom, as well as Kantake, fail to disclose the address table and the addresses that 
correspond to the predetermined transaction error conditions. This feature is claimed in 
independent claims 1 and 12. Applicant has further amended independent claims 1 and 
12 to clearly recite that an error in a particular transaction is identified with a 
corresponding address in the address table. This address is then placed on the 
intercoimect bus to route the transaction associated with the error for storage for 
subsequent debugging, as well as using the particular address for detection by other 
processing devices for error notification. Applicant submits that this further aspect of the 
claimed embodiments of the invention are not disclosed in Kitamom and/or Kantake. 
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Accordingly, Applicant submits that the amended claims distinguish over 
Kitamom, alone, or in combination with Kantake and Applicant respectfully requests the 
Examiner to withdraw the 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) and 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) rejections. 

Accordingly, Applicant submits that the present application is in condition for 
allowance and solicits the Examiner for the allowance of pending claims 1-4, 6-9, 11-14 
and 16-20, as amended. 

In order to respond to the outstanding office action. Applicant is petitioning for 
one-month extension of time with payment. 

If there are any fee shortages related to this response, please charge such fee 
shortages to Deposit Account No. 50-2126. 

Respectfully submitted, 

GARLICK, HARRISON & MARKISON 
(Customer No. 51472) 

Date: 12/01/2008 Bv: /WiUiam W. Kidd: Reg. No. 3 1 .772/ 

William W.Kidd 
Reg. No. 31,772 
Phone: (512) 263-1842 
Fax No: (5 12) 263-1469 
Email : wkidd@texaspatents .com 
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